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MEMORANDUM 
*

Appeal from the United States District Court
for the Central District of California

Gary A. Feess, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted January 9, 2006**  

Before: HUG, O’SCANNLAIN, and SILVERMAN, Circuit Judges.  

Pamela Lynn Elliott appeals from the district court’s order revoking her

supervised release and sentencing her to 24 months in prison.  We have jurisdiction

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We review de novo whether a district court had
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jurisdiction over a supervised release violation, United States v. Vargas-Amaya,

389 F.3d 901 (9th Cir. 2004), and we affirm.

 Elliott contends that the district court lacked jurisdiction to revoke her term

of supervised release and impose an additional sentence.  We disagree.  Because

Elliott’s term of supervised release was tolled while she absconded from

supervision, see United States v. Murguia-Oliveros, 421 F.3d 951, 952 (9th Cir.

2005), and while she served her state prison sentence, see 18 U.S.C. § 3624(e), she

was still serving her term of supervised release when the district court revoked it

and imposed the 24-month sentence.  Accordingly, the district court properly

exercised jurisdiction.   See Murguia-Oliveros, 421 F.3d at 952.

AFFIRMED. 


